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Informalities ■. In the specification, the description of 
Figure 4 on page 11 and the description of Figure 9 on page 12 
appear to be identical. Likewise, Figures 4 and 9 appear to be 
identical. It is suggested that one of these Figures be deleted 
along with its description. Correction/clarification is needed. 

Claims 5-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 

paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 

out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicants 
regard as the invention. 

In claim 5, the function of the "at least one clamping 
device" should be positively set forth; that is, --to clamp said 
shaped part and said support piece . . 

In each of claims 46 and 47, it is not understood what 
"thereof" refers to in the list. Please be more specific. Is it 
a composite of all the previously recited materials? 
Clarification is needed. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. § 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the 
date of application for patent in the United States. 
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(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or 
on an international application by another who has fulfilled 
the requirements of paragraphs (1) , (2) , and (4) of section 
371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the 
applicant for patent. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In 
considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), 
the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered 
therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant 
is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the 
inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly 
owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the 
examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. § 103(c) and 
potential 35 U.S.C. § 102(f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 



103 (a) 
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Claims 1-7, 28-34 and 42-49 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Jansson. 

Jansson shows a method/apparatus that meets the claimed 
language when the claims are viewed in their broadest reasonable 
interpretation. Note Fig 3,4 of Jansson - a pneumatic clamping 
device 47 clamps the support piece 31 to the shaped part 23,24. 
Jansson also teaches that clamping these together will prevent 
vibrations . 

Note the instant claims do not require that the clamping 
mechanism be located in between the shaped part and the support 
piece and thus the claims, when read in their broadest reasonable 
interpretation, read on the clamping mechanism of Jansson. in 
claim 5 "at least one clamping device operatively positioned 
relative to both" pieces reads on a clamping mechanism such as 
shown at 47 in Jansson since that clamping device 47 can be 
viewed as goperatively positioned^ relative to both pieces - it 
is underneath both pieces. Jamison' s common sealing between 
31/23 can be viewed as -^essentially preventing ... water . 

(emphasis provided) since it will prevent it at the common 
sealing surfaces. 

All claims included herein are taught by the reference or 
would be immediately envisioned upon one of ordinary skill in the 
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art reading the reference - any differences that may be gleaned 
are deemed to be prima facie obvious. Note for example column 7 
lines 54-60 describes the use of an eccentric shaft (claim 28) as 
an alternative to an expandable clamping hose (claims 29-34). 

Clearly, the clamping hose of Jansson is inherently capable 
of being operated at the claimed pressures. 

At least claims 1-1, 9, 14, 17, 20, 21, 29-37 and 40-49 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Schiel '270 
or Sennett et al . or Evalahti or Reynolds et al . 

Each of these references describes a clamping device 
positioned in between a shaped part and a support piece as 
claimed. Note Schiel Fig 1,3 discloses both a pneumatic tube 30 
and springs 3 OA. Note Sennett et al . discloses an expandable 
hose, see Figures 1, 3 and 4 . Note Evalahti especially at Figure 
5 which shows an inflatable member 22 as a clamping mechanism and 
note Reynolds et al . which shows a clamping hose 36 operatively 
associated with a clamping bolt and clamp bar 26. See Figures 2 
and 3. Each of these references anticipates many of these 
claims . 

Any differences that may be gleaned in any particluar 
dependent claim over a particular applied reference are deemed to 
be prima facifi obvious as drawn to minor technical variations 
that would have been immediately envisioned, or a prima facie 
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obvious design alternative choice, by one of ordinary skill in 
the art reviewing these references. For example, providing one 
pressure source, having the clamping device be of a material 
resistant to process water in order to maintain operative, and 
resistant to swelling, all would be immediately envisioned to be 
appropriate and necessary in order for the clamping devices to 
function properly in the environment in which they are placed. 
Claims 1-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Schiel and/or Sennett et al . and/or Reynolds et 
al. and/or Evalahti . 

These references are applied as above - as noted, many of 
the claims are anticipated by each of these references, but in 
order to be complete, these claims are alternatively rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103 if any specific feature from one reference 
is needed to complement another reference. 

Furthermore with respect to the various alternative 
embodiments of T ribs or dovetail ribs and complementary shapes 
in the opposite part that are set forth in the dependent claims - 
all four references exemplify either T shaped and/or dovetail 
interlocking which are very well known in the art, and thus to 
use such well known dovetail or T-shaped complementary surfaces 
would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art . 
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Furthermore, claims drawn to the specific minor changes in 
the shape such as providing a beveled side on one side or a 
groove etc. all are deemed to be prima faH P obvious design shape 
alternatives absent any evidence of criticality from the specific 
claimed shape/ mechanical interlocking. 

Thus to modify any of these references to provide the 
clamping device as set forth in any of these references in 
between in any appropriate location in any specific dovetail 
groove combination or a T-shaped groove combination would have 
been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

Note these references also exemplify the well known 
alternative use of various materials for foil blades. Note also 
Figures 1 and 3 of Sennett et al . versus Figure 4 exemplify that 
one material may be used for the entire shaped part or several 
materials or pieces. 

Claim 28 is also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the references as applied to the claims above, 
and further in view of Jansson which teaches at column 7 line 57 
that an eccentric shaft is an alternative to a pneumatic hose for 
clamping purposes in a foil body in a paper making machine. Thus 
to have used an eccentric as the clamping device for any of these 
references as an alternative to the pneumatic tube/hoses would 
have been prima far-.jp obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
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as merely using one known alternative for another to perform the 
same function. 

At least claims 5 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 

as anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as obvious over Wight . 

Note Wight shows various embodiments for clamping a foil 
blade to a support piece and in particular Figure 8 shows an 
embodiment wherein a "ball" 120 is used as part of the clamping 
mechanism. This reference could also be applied to many other 
claims but in order to avoid unduly multiple rejections, it is 
merely applied to exemplify the breadth of these claims. 

Indication of allowable subject matter: If claim 38 was 
amended to obviate the 112 rejections and rewritten in 
independent form with all the limitations of the intervening 
claims, and further amended to make it clear that the clamping 
device is located in between the support piece and shaped part 
and is structured and arranged to create a common seal to prevent 
water from penetrating between the shaped part and the support 
piece, as described in the specification and shown in Fig 15, 
then such would be allowable. 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

White et al . is cited as it shows in Figures 9, 10 ad 11 
various embodiments with springs, bolts and a groove in the T of 
the inside contour. Note Senne.tt et al . applied above also shows 
in each of the Figures the conventional use of a groove on the 
inside contour of a T groove. 

Cowan is cited as it exemplifies a half dovetail connection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Examiner 
Hastings whose telephone number is (703) 308-0470. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 6-30 A M 
to 5 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Mr. Steve Griffin, can 
be reached on (703) 308-1164. The fax phone number for this 
Group is (703) 305-7115. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the Group 
receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0651. 



Karen M. Hastings ^ 
Senior Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1731 
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